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ABSTPaCT 

• ^ ' This, study represents ap attempt to identify 
variables which iftight differentiate, continuing students from 
wi-frhdrawn students at Hew College of Hofstra University and(^ 
consequently variaBleg that nLighf^be juorthvhil'e moi\itoring in 
futjare. A total of 55 students yho had withdrawn oyer a period of 
three sfemesters (September 1973 to January 1975) were studied. Wh^rte^ 
possible<, a comparative analysis of similar dat.a for comparable 
xirontinuing st^jd^hts was performed. The data is presented, in four 
^parts: O) an analyjsis of ^ajor area of study,* semester hours of work 
attempted and cqmple^ted, and SST and High School' deciJTe data for 
withdrawal students; (2) a comparison o£ continuing and withdrawn ^ 
/students who ^^ere,d Hew Gollege in 1972 -and 197J3; (3) establishment 
of a mult'iple Progression . equation ; and (4) an analysis of exit 
questionnaire d^ataL The report recognizes the speculative naturo^of 
" the conclusion's^because of the small size of the saniplej^ but suggests 
'a number of- variables for - continuing Investigation. (JHF) 
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. INTRODUCTION ' . ' • . 

. ■ ■ -v- ■ ■ . . ■ ■ ' 

** , t \ • ■ ^ ■ . 

The American Council on Education has reported ehat about half the students • 
.who entered college as freshmen in 1961 and 1966 earned degre^es In four ye^rs 
and by 1971,, sd^ of the. 1961 class and 60% of the. 1966 class had earned 
degrees ( Todays^cfucatioh , |l975X* Hofstra* University hAs rep0i?ted its 
" persi^tence/rate for 196|6 freshmen' at 58l, or approximately the s#he as the 
national average (McDermott and Lichtenst^in, 1974)'. Therels reason to 
believe that . .the long term rend over three decades^at least has been 
that tliough enrollments have soared both in numbers and as percentage^of 
population, the attrition rate has remained approximately constant over this 
total period." (Huber-, 1971). These comments jjuggest that the problon of , ^ 
attrition has not been eliminated. - * 4. • ^ . * ^ 

A^Lthdugh a comprehensive review of the literature on attrition is not feasible 
T,here, there exist a number of thp rough isources for such infomation '(Summers};^: 
1962; Tinto and Cullen, 1973).- Generally speakipg, the research on college 
dropouts has bdeYi discouraging. , The^ r^s^rch ^oes^ suggest that volunatry 
. withdraVal f rom college is multi-causal and complex; there is rarely' a 

siagle reason flor a student to drop out" (McU^rmott, 1975, p.2) . Among the 
variables that liavQ been shown to have seme relationship to student attrition 
are "...academic eptit£t:ude, high school, g^des , motivation, finances of the 
students, and tih^^^cihl and academic match between the ^tud;ent and the 
" i^istitution" (iMcDermott, 1975, p.2). . >^ ; ' 

While* it is often possible to look at many o'f the above mentioned variables 
in relation to withdrawal, it ^ often difficult to assjiss the ixiiil ^ e^lSPns 
'Why a student may leave school,. Questionnaires and ^^it intervie-./3 have bco\i 

^ used both at Net-; College of Hofstra and. .other institi^ions . ^rhile thxs 
teclinique is sometimes* helpful , anyone involved in thfe evaluation ®f such 
questionnaires or wh'q conducts such interviews is awat| of the relOctanr cr 
the pax^t of many, i.f ;not most, students to state their real reasons. QSite 
typically -the studeht* expresses no part^ul|ir dissatisfaction with the 
institution, hi^ instru^xtprs',. or the curriculum, but states that he^is ^ . 
leaving for "petsonaI..^;reasons" , th^ spieciv£ic nature of which is left unidc^n-/ 

Skified. * ' - . \ ^ ^ 

Aong the mo]?e!^^cent and relatively ^ucce^sful attempts to identify'' signifi- 
cant variables in college drop put is a study by Blanchfielu (19>2) . ' . 
Blanchfield looked at both precollegc cind college 'environmental variables, , 
This author was able 'to discriminate betwe an- dropouts and continuing stuacnts 
at Syracuse University In terms of such variables as high ^school ran};, 
financiSl "aid/ and a social concioii^sness sc6r^. 
^ ft 

^This present study re^^resents an attfempt to identify variables v;hich might 
differentiate continuing students frdm withdravm students at New £f6llege 
• of Hofsti^a University and^ cp-nse^ently , variables that migh€ be worthwhile 



monitoring in the future. 
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' • ' . ' PPDCEDURES ■■ 

The- 55 students Comprising t,he samjile of ^rop. put^ for this study;,^ M|:bdreyv 
from Now Qo liege sdmeti^me, between September, 1973, and' January^ 197S, 7^^^ 
studentsj^egari.:their college careers sometiW 1959 .aiid ISftSj^-^-^j-nc^'^cd 

i,n the' s^inple of drpp outs are 42 students wl^o began as freshmeri at N^V;";colleg« 
and 13 who transferred, intc^" Nev; College. Since entrance testing ;^t Nbw 'College 
did not begin until the Fali; 1973, the only data availalDle on siiiaents hUo 
entered prior to that time was. the information included on the stlidcnts^ 
tfan3cripts and xn their admissions crockets. Fdr gtudents who entered Nev; ; 
College Jjt/ 1973^, additional test data including. a personality invehtory,, - wcr^;, ^ 
al^o av^ltole/ The follov/ing report presents data, in four different x^arii^.: " 

(1) an aiialysis of -major area of study, semester hours of v;ork attempted and 
completed^ and SAT and High Sc^hooT decile data for withdrav/n 'students; ^ 

(2) a comparison of continuing and withdrawn students who entered New Coliege 
In 1972 and '1973; (3) establishment of a^n^\±ple regression equation; ark 

' (4) an analysis of exit questionnaire datav ... ' . 
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Profile of New College Dropouts 



RESUMES ^ 



liable 1 below provides a bre^down of major Area of study by freshmen and' 
transfer students who havk di-opped out sometime between September 19'73 and' 
January 1975. 4 ^ 



Jcinuary 



Breakdoym by Concentrati 



TABLE 1 ^ ■ , , * 

Area of Freshmen and Transfer" -Student:^ Who 
VJithd;:ev; - . • . 



AREA 



Freshmen* 



Transfer 



.Both 



Humemities 




19 


s 

7 


.26' ' 


Social Scienc.e 




15 


. 3 , . 


18 


Natural Science 

✓ 




- 6- ^ 


1 ' : 


<.! 


UnJoiown * . 


/ 




2 


4 


TOTAL ^ 




42 


' 13 





Most^ of the drop outs concentrated in either the Humanities or the Social 
Sciences at New College, with the highest number of dr6p outs in the ^ 
humanities. Of the 'four major Areas of study available to the New college 
student tHumanities ^ Social Science^ Natural Science, and LibcraJL Arts) 
the majority of all students are either in the Humanities or Social Sciences, 
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Attri tion at New CojL lege: A Preliminary and Exploratory Study . , ' 

Results (continued) - . 

^ with approximately 50% of the ^tudentd Identifying themselves as Social 

Science students and approximately 307» as*^ Humanities, , Among the wi thdrawn * 
students we find tl^at 477* are Humanities and 337* are Social Science,, This 
pay possibly suggest that 'Humanities students experie'nce gre^tteir dissatis- 
faction and 'are more likely to drop out,-x Howerver theih^lls no method of ^ 
confirming such § ^ypQ thesis from thfe available data, ,^ ^ 

Semestef" hours completed , The-average '^number of credlt^completed by Che 
dropouts 'each semester was 13.27.\ This, is approximately the same average 
number of credj^ts completed per semester by all New College sdudents'. 
However, cons/d^rlng^ ji^st the tast semester enrolled, prvlor to dropping 
out, we find that out of a mean of 15.95 s.h. for >7hlch registered, the 
dropout freshmen "completed only 14.8 an4^ the dropout transfers ctoly 8.15 s.h. 
• Table 2 contains a breakdown by major^ Area of. the number of completed 
> credits in the last semester and the average number of completed credits 
per semester "for the withdrawn studerfts,, 

O ^ ' ' i i TABLE 2 „\ 

breakdown by Concentration Area and Original Status of Completed -Credits in Last 
, Semester and Mean Nii&ber "of Completed Credits Each Semester for. Students Who Have 
• . ' Wlthdra^ ^ _ - ' ^ 

e' . ^ • . 

AREA &;' :kTATUS CREDITS LAST SEMESTER . MEAN CREDITS . COMPLETED ^ 

FRESHMEN * " . ^ . ' 



Humanities .(N = 19) 


12.5 - 






13.1 • ' 


Social Sciences (N = 15). 


11.5 






•14.3 . 


Natural Sciences (N=6) 


10.5 






13.0 


Unknown (N = 2) ' 


12.0 






14.0 


Total for Freshmen (N = 42) 


11.8 






«>» 

13.6 * 


TRAH^FBEl ^ 










Humanities (N = 7) - - 


9.0 


J 




13.4 


Social Sciences (N ° 3) 


4.0 




T ' 


10.0 


Natural Sciences (N = 2) 


8.2 






15.0 


Tot4l for Transfer (N = 12) 


s'.is 






12.4 


GRAND Totals (n = 54): 


11.37 

T 






13.27" 



The data in Table 2 suggest that students who. withdraw or who do not plan 
to .return, the following semeffter tend to be less likely to complete all of 
their predlts ln that last semAter than they did in previous semesters. 
This pattern is particularly noticeable ainong transfer students. 
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Attrition at New College: A Preltminary .and Exploratory S tudy 



B^suVts (continued) . 



^' SAT and High^ School deQilfes. A t^al of 21 of the 55 withdrawn students 
)' had accessible Math and Verbal SAT scores and High School deciles and . 
' these are reported in Table ^ ^ ' 

■ . , " ^ . ' TABLE 3 ■ . . • • 

Tha Mean Verbal and Math SAT gcores and High School Rank ^ ^ 

for Withdrawn Students by Area 



AREA 



VERBAL SAT 



MATH SAT 



RANK 



Humanities (N=^ .10) 



546 (s=96.7) 



518 (s=82.&) 



2.8/ (3=i:'5)_ 



Social Science (N=- 6) 



523 (3=76.1) 



590 (3=72.8) 



Maturai -Science -(N=3) 623 (3=65. 5)' 



Unknown (N= 2) 



430 (s=10.0) 



607 (3^77.6) 
460 (s=20.0) 



3.0 (8=1.68) 
3.0 (a=0.0) 
5.0 (8=0.9) 



TOTAL ■^N'' 21) 



\ 539 



545 



3.09 



A further di 8cu83ion/ of the information presented in Table 3 i8- takeK^u? in tje 
following section of this repbrt and a^ain in the discussion of) the regression 
equation. ' • •, , 



Gomoarisbn of Continuin g id th Withdrawn St-udents ^„ ^ ' ' 

Twenty one of tHe -withdrawn students who ente;:ed as freshmen in the F^ll 
1972 or ?973 were chosen for comparison with a random sample of comparable 
ionMnnina 1972 and 1973 entering freshmen. The two grbups were compared 
n c ^u a ive gradL poin't averlge credits completed, credits attempted. 
nLber of courses at units of HofatTa University other than New. College, 
n^ber of courses taken at New Cokege./ Verbal and ^Math SAT scP^es. and_ 
Meh sc^oor decile. • Since the num^r of studerits ;ias small an^ al.nce the 
oiSose of the study was exploratory in nature, .the only procedure performed 
^rm'tiple use of'simple^ tests fdr significant^ differences between th^ • 
group means . " \ 

When perforpning mul^ple t tests, it is" very likely ^^at at least one of 
the variable^ will appear to.be significant just by -chance alone. The 
onW variable shoin. to be significant (.05 level) was credits completed. 
Svir because of the chance occurence of Significance, a more desired 
^rnlf^ca^ce level would be ,01. Using this .01 level there were nor 
significant variables. Table 4 corttains a summary of all the .above 
indicated comfjarisons . ^ 
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A Qomparlsbn Betweien Wljthdrawn and Continuing Students o/n Accumulative J^v^r age, " 
Credits Attempted, Credits Completed, Number of Main Camims* Courses Attempted;. Number 
^ bf H^w Cojle^e Courses Att^pted, . Verbal SAT (VSfiT) add Ma^h SAT (MSAT) . and High School 



Rank 



; Vaglabl^ 



Withdrawn Students 
iMEAN ' 



ConttnulnR ^Oidetits 
•MEA^> ^ 



Accumulative Average 
-Credlt^s Completed 



2,97 (s=l,77) 



3,14 \ (8=1. 81) 



41,5 (s=15,06y^ 



53,1 (s=18, 



Credits Attempted 47.76 (sol7,92) 

of Main Caapus Courses 0.5 (s=2.35) 



58.48 i(s=18.|35) 



2 :4 K s»l .04) 



of N.C. Cour"sgs 



11.76 -(s?»5.21)i 



12.76 .(s«4.53) 



VSAT 



542.4 <^s°85.6). 



590.6 . (s°90.39) 



flSAT 



567.6 (^»86.6) 



568.3 (s°98jl2) 



H.S. Rank 



2.94 (sel-39) 



2.38 (s«1.63) 



■ / - r 

L^rerslty/ 



Main Campus is a term used- to refer , to' other units at Hofstra Uni^ 
Slgnl^cant difference at* .05 level 

The completion ratio (dterminerf tfy comparing the number of credits Attempted 
with th^ numbeiv completed) for the withdrawn students was .87 .while .for thetn' 
continuing counterparts it was .91, suggesting that the continuing students 
hav^ a slightly greater teqdehcy to complete courses than, do non-continuiag 
students. This difference is consistent with data preseftited in Tab^le i\ i.e. 
the difference may be, accounted, for, in ^art, by the dropouts behavior in the 
finarl semester jof his attendanpe* 

4 

In addition to the above -comparisons, a subset of the students vas chosen 
and compared with continuing students on OPI (Omnibus Personality Inventoi^) 
test results. The OPJ is a personality inventory with Ife scales and one 
composite index. This instrutaent ostensibly measures characteristics related 
to performance in' college (Heist and Yonge,. 1968). Thirteen of the with- ♦ 
dVawn students in the original sample had taken the.OPI aQ entering freshmen 
in 1973. A rar>4om sample of continuing students witb the' same time of entry 
were selecte<|/ for comparison. Once again a simple t test was used to test 
for signiflG^ant differences. The two groups .i^er^ compared pn< 13 of i:he 14 
scales and the composite index.* ' ^ ■ 

The only scales found to be significantly different (.05 level) for this bwo 
groti^s. were the Complexity ^and Practical Outlook scales. ^To accpunt'for the 
likelihood of significance when using multiple t testes, the alpha level, should 
afice again be .01. Using this alpha, no variable was found to be signlficflknt .) 
All comf^arisons for the.OPI appear in liable 5. 

^ The fourteenth scale that was eliminated Was the Response Bias Scale., this ^ 
Scale indicates the response style of the student at the time of administration 
of the OPI and consequently was not considered a significant scale to study. 
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TABLE 5 i 

Gonxparlson of Wlthdravm and Continuing 1973 
'X Students .on 13 scales ^and t^he Intellectual 
/ Disposition Category ^f' the OPI \ 



SCALEf 



wi'thdrawn students 



06NtlNINUING STUDENTS 



Thinking Introyersion 

Theoreti'cal Orientation 

Esthetlclsm 

Comp4e»xrty* 

Autonomy 

Religious Orientation 
Social Extroveorsion ^ ^ 
'Impulse Expression 
Personal Inte^gration 
Anxiety Level * 
Altruism - ' 
Practical Outlook^ 
Masculinity - Femininit;y 
Intellect Category 

^ Significant a^ .05- level 



55.39 
49,62 
55.00 
. 62.00 
61.46 
59.06 
41. '62 
'58.46 
46,77 
'43,77 
50.23 
37v()8 
45.08' 
4.16 



(8 = 
(S = 

(8 = 



(S = 

(-8 = 
(8 = 



4.6)- 
10.9) 
8.62) 
9.-72) 
4 -.03) 
6:74) 
(sf 9.17) 
(8= 11-.8) 
8.17) 
9.55) 
9.05) 
7.01) 
9,33) 
0.99) 



r 



54.08 
5.3.1^ 
53.31 
54.54 
59.08 
56.62 
47.77 
56.00 
49.46 
49.0Cf 
47.85 
43.15 
4.6.08 
4.23 



(s= 7". 9) 
(s= 10.7) 
(s= 8.63) 
(s= 7.91) 
(s^ 7.37) 
(s='5.47) 
(s" 12.6) 
(s= 12.9) 
(8= 9.35) 
Cs= 11.9) 
(s= 10.2^ 
(s= 7.23)' 
(6=^ 9.17) 
(8- 1.09) 



A further anaiy8i8 of the compari8on of wlthdra^vn and contl^nuing st^udetis 
appears in the graph laveled graph 1 on th& following page. 

By observing the graph one notices , the greater variaijility in the 
dropout sample as one moves acroffs the scales. Perhaps this indicates^ the 
dropouts have sjtt-onger, defini te^ belief s about -their perceived personalities. 
Looking further one notice the dropouts scored one standard deviation a>Gve 
the national -horms on the Complexity and Autonomy ncales and one standard 
deviation, below on .the Practical Outlook scale. This may indicate a 
i-eater confidence in themselves and a desire to try- new and complex: .things, - 
and a dislike for practical applicati'ons . • , ' •/ ' 

" ^. 

Formation of Multiple Regression Equation^ ' i 

Multiple- regreffsion equations have been developed many times for dropout 
studies. Although Choy have not proven fco be useful as predictive tools, 
they are useful in a «tudy such as' thifi to determine some of the significant 
Variables- which might be wortliy of further investigation. Therefore, an. 
equation was developed using as the predictors thirteen scales of the OPI, 

scores, high school decile, total accumulative grade point average (GPA) , 
first semester accHnnulative average, percent of courses completed in all 
semesters* percent of courses completed in first semester (with letter grade 
evaluation),' percent of course^ taken at N^w College out of the to.tal . - 

nuniber of courses taken, and percent of completed courses jrith letter grade 
evaluation. In other words,. all possible variables for which data existed 
for the withdrawn students were entered. 
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Attritlonwafe New Colle^'.e; A^Pr-ellmlnary and £5cploratory Study 
Results Kcofitinued) ' . . " * 

The SAT and high school, decile were .included since they are'' tr^idi tional . 
predictors of success. Thfe accuraul at ii^e averages and percent of courses 
completed alo,ng with percent of course's completed with a leitter -grade were 
inpluded as additional intflcea- of success. ' Tjfe ifirst se&ester ^ata has 
proven to be very useful' 1^ other 9tudles (Blanchfield/ I97i'). Finally, 
the QPI scores were included since the characterlstic8..|npaBUi?ed are believed 
to be-related to underachievemerit *an^ eventual dropout (Roth, 1970) ^ 

\ . • ' . , ' ^ . . * y 

Of th^ total of j26 students i3^o were chosen for the OFl comparison, the x 
other Information was only available op 16 of the students. Therefore, 
the resul ts below are based on comparing- ei^ght (8) ' withdrawn student^ to 
eight (8) 'continuing students.^ 

Table 6 indicates the 'order of- v>ariables entered in the regi^ession \ 
equation according to the percent of variance acQounteft^ror. The first 
variable ent^ed stfpwisei into th^ equation wa^^^ th^s.^ercent of courses 
'completed with a letter gr-ade iipT the first semlsper. This vdSriable 1 
accounted for 65%.of the^ variability. The neKtf'S variables .are persehality 
scales from the OPI'. Ii4>ulse Expression a^^dounted for 17% of the variability. 
Social 'Extroversion and Anxiety LevM' 3%. The multipl'o regression 
co6fficient at this.pointf was .8942 with a st.at;dard error of estimate of, 
'.2699. y , . 

The figures discussed above.^re basedon an N of 16; consequently, the only , 
purpose this iinalysis cao serve is to suggest variableis to study in the 
future. . . ^ , 

; TABLE 6 ' 

• ■ , . 

Variables Entered iA Regression Equation 
In Order o^ Their Entry 



1 - Pjercent of courses tn first semester with 
^ letter grades 

2 - Impluse Expression (OPI)* 

3 - Social Extroversion (OPI) 
4- Anxiety Level (OPI) 

5 - Personal Integration (OPI) 

6 - Theoretical Oriehtation (OPI) - 

7 - Percent of courses completed with letter 

grade over semesters ' ^ 

8 - Altruism (OPI) 

$ - First semester accumulative average 
JO - Estheticism (OM) 

11 - Percent of courses taken at New College 

12 r Verbal SAT 

13 - Introversion CO^^) ^ . 
r4^- Autonomy (pPI) 
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It is interesting to tiote here that of the first five Variables listed,, 
fbur of thp scales f.rom the OPI are included and that four scal^es are thSJ 
•scales from the OPI are Included" and >that the^e fo^r scales are the 
scales of the OPJ Vhich v^&te to personal and social adjustment. The. ^ 
suggestion is that personal adjustment m§y be an important consideration 
•in the students evenbual dropping oUt. This issue needs further- study . 

Analysis .of Exit Questionnaire- Data ^- , T , 

Questionnaire data was^ available from two .sources . First, a questionnaire^ 
was mailed to students who had withdrawn 'from New College after the first 
semest^er, 1973-M. Of t% 24 questionnaires mailed, IQ were returned. . 

Results from this mailed quqisti oAnaire Indicated that 3- of the Ip respondents 
had transferred to other schools. Six of the 10 respondents stated that . 
they were not dissatisfied with New College, but left for ^eal.th, financial 
or pei'sbqSF'reasonb. Half of the respondents , (N=5) indicated tl^at they . , 
'disliked the Heibpstead community. Orte student ^tridicated that he left ; 
New College because of a desire to major in a discipline not available at 
the-5ollege, 'and another stQ dent Indicatpd thatMie needed, a more structured 
academic program than New College. ^>rovidedv Two\f -the 10 stUdfents .indicated 
general disaatisfaction with "the 4urriculu<n and program. ; ^ 

The second source of questionnaire data ,|as gathered from Che New College ^ 
Exit Questionnaire ^ilch was given to jsach student who voluntarily withdrew 
fro^ the program during an ongoing semester.' Data from this questionnaire 
has been collected'over the past t^hrfee ye^rs. It should be noted that, the 
information here is not a^iilable ftom students who withdraw by si^ply 
failines^to return in a subsequent semester. Because o£ high variability in 
response rate to individual quefftiops, and becaus^ of the inability to . 
categorize dome open-ended responses giveq, rto attempt has been made ,to 
present these results in . terw^" of percentages. 

Results of the Exit Questi)6nnaire indicate, that the characteristics 
the withdrawn student/ fo^nd most attractive, about the college were the 
currrcSlum?^he cal^ndayf structure, small class size and personal relationship 
between faculty and students. On the other hand, a number of students, 
stated that the lack o/variety in course offerings was the least attractive 
beet of New College, 

Sasked why they vere leaving Nqw College,' "personal reasons" were 
Jei more thin any other reason. Although it is often difficult to assess 
SI exact natur^ of the "personal reason", such things as gettng married. 
Having, and bdlng needed at home were cited. Dissatisfaction with the 
currifculum was' the second most often cited reason for leaving, with 
' financial- reasons^ the next most common explanation. ^ 

In terms of plans after leaving college, six students indicated that they 
T^^n^H-L transfer to other schools and nine stated th^ they,planhed to • 
iSrk? o/?5 Ss^^nLft/ the Exit Qv^tionnaire 10 indicated that they 
Xnned to complete their undergraduate education at some time in the 
fiture,^ 1 indicated no intention to complete the BA. and 4 yere uncertain. 
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Attrition at Ngw College: A PrellTr.inarv apd Exploratory Study 

NUMMARY * - . ' * . ^ 

The purpose of. this 6tudy was to explore possfbLe varl'ables that might 
be related to student attrition at New Colleg. A total pf 55 students 
who had withdrawn from New Cot lege^over. a period of three semesters ^ 
(September 1973 to j^uary 1975) were studied. Whero possible, a 
comparat'lve analyses; ^f similar data for • comparable continuing students 
was performed. . , 

In summary, most of the withdrawn students had corfcentrated in either the 
Humanities or Social Science programs ^at New follege, with the highest 
percentage x>f students withdrawing from the Humanities program.^ That ' 
these t\5a area-s are .predomlnatly represented* among the' dropouts is not 
surprising sir\ce mpst New College studen4:s concentrate in one or the 
other of these two^ar^as, * ^ ' • 

Students who withdraw from New College tend tc? complete a l^er percentage 
'of their attempted credit£f. during their final semester than they do in 
pt'evlous semesters. Their • completion ratio -for their final semester prior 
to withdrawal >ls also lower than for th^lr- pontlnulng counterparts. This 
phenomenon may suggest that students who ido not plan to Continue lose 
interest in their academic work or are less^otivated in* some other * 
fabhion; however, 1€ is a "chicken or egg" question--ck3 students fall to 
cotnplete work in tKelr jfinal semester because they do not '^lan to return-, 
or dp they not return because of a failure ,to complete wprk resulting 
from a general loss of interest? In other words, the possible explanations 
may be complex, and need to ^e investigated further. 

Although there were^no sJLgniflcant differences between wtthdra^ and 
continuing student^ on the various scales of the OPI, the ^jufTLexity and 
Practical Outlofjk scales did show som^ difference. Alsp^'^fie pattern of 
scores on the OPI appears to be more variable for wj.rrftdrawn students than 
contlpuing students. The exact meaninlg of these differences cannot be 
determined because of the small ^size of the sample /iryo the lack of 
statistical significance of differenced. / ^ 

The itniltiple regression equation pointed to the importance of the student's 
first semester's work at New College. While no definitive conclusions can 
be drawn from the multiple regression equation, the following Ideas are 
suggested: level of personal adjustment (as suggested by OPI scale scpres) 
csombined with performance during th^ first^ semester (completion of a high 
'percentage of course work with letter grade evaluation) may be the most . 
importaht variables in predi^ing; whether a afudfent will dro|:i out of New 
College. It is interestirfg to note that GPA/SAT scores, high school 
decilei and personality characteristics related td inGelle€tual dll3position 
appear to be less important in predlcti^ eventual withdrawal. These 
conclusions are highly speculative since Jthe regres^io^? equation was 
formulated on ouch^a small 'sm^lq (N«16)^ but may suggest variables 
tiorth investigating further. 
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V \Attrii:ion at. New College: A/Brellratnary.iind -Sscplorator y Study , / 

'■ " ••-.>:• ■ ■ ' ^ ' • . . \ ■ • 

• - ' ^ - ' • -5 r - \ • •■ • ■ 

. . ' ' Further inv^stiga|:ion of th'e prbblem pf at-tri-tlod is obviously <ndcessary, 
r« ^ -' even ^fsential aC a time -when enrbllments in general At privately^colleges 

■'and^niverdicifefilsuch as, Ho|)str«i a^e declUning. ^hd where the' tdtal stWent 
pool" is stabWzirig or decreasing. This study has served to suggest some- 

- variable s.whi^h; may be worthwhile inojiitorin^. FOr example/ whereproblems . 
' ' beglS^ manifest tliemselvgs in the fiyst semester, perhaps indijiTi-^uaXized 

„: • -^infeervent^;) -jixograms for such s^odeats shbuld.be ^.mplemented. - 

• •* . . - ■ ' , ^' : . 

There are many lother variables- wh'ich have oot-^een explored , in the present 
study ' and -which^tiesexVe further attention. ' One erf the iSost QbVibu'S e^camples 
- is the nature of residence -of 'tire withdrawn stu^Jents, ^i .e. resident vs. 
* commuter. . aiikering (1974} 'has suggested that residents vs. commuter status 
."v ' is 'a significant: variable iif overall attident experience, specifically 
. • -pointing oqt' that/ residential studenes become more . fully involved^ in- their 

- - ^ , educational experience. ' Residential status may therefore be a meaningful, 

- college erivironm^6tai_ variable to. s^udy in relation .to attrition. 

I McDernrott (197i^) , based' upon a review Of- the •literature, has emphasized 

' ■• -.the -dmpontance of studying' the college environment and it; s relative. 

inflb^Rcfe oh the students who withdraw. What may prove to be k-'productive " 
approach is to identify the'pyp&s of students the College serves best. 
' Armed with this' information, recruitment .programs and colleg:© programs can 
be geared accordingly. Edsentially , this means' an approach different from 

the 
" Uthdr 



- } 




the college is appe ^ 

fact doing to serve those students, and finally emphasize those positive 
factors* in p'rogram de^lopment,. . , ^. 

•Ih a review of the Huber (1971) article, and with reference' to schools with 
retention rates exceeding 80%, McDermott (1975) observed; "The adminis- 
trators of thes^splidbl s have available for their use objective descriptions 
of their institutional environmenta; their size, facilities, faculty, 
resources, student attitudes and needs, etc. are regularly assessed....... 

When advertising the schooir the functions , are publicized in an open and 
■^forthright fashion, neither underselling nor overselling the product. ^.p. o; 
The point is th^a more careful matching of sjiudents and college environment 
may be a major ste^ toward alleviating the attrition problem. | 
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